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Obr. 28. Zadni Arnostov — Na Zlibcich. Depot 3 — svrchni troven. Foto: D. Vich.
Fig. 28. Zadni Arnostov - Na Zlibcich. Hoard 3 - upper level. Photo: D. Vich.

obr. 3-5) byl dokumentovan ve ¢tyfech vrstvach
na relativné velké plose (obr. 6; 26). Pfedevsim na
zakladé srovnani s depotem 3 zde patrné doslo
k postdepozi¢nimu naruseni (rozvaleni) ptivod-
né intaktniho télesa depotu. Pfesto zde registru-
jeme kumulaci seker (doprovazenych vyhnovou
lopatkou), blizko nichz se nachazely dvé kratké
kosy, treti kosa lezela (sekunddarné?) stranou.
Blizko sebe se nachazely i oba srpy a noze.

Z hlediska prostorového usporadani se jako
nejzajimavéjsi jevi depot 3 (19 predméti, obr.
10-12). Predméty byly vyskladany jeden na
druhém bez jakéhokoliv patrného postdepo-
zi¢niho naruseni. Svrchni uroven depotu tvori
¢tyfi kosy doplnéné radlici, pficemz bazi této
kumulace zemédélského naradi doprovazi arte-
fakt interpretovany jako zavés kotle a bronzova
sekera Tato skupina predméti naseda na tule-
jovité dlato a tfi sekery (sekery s okem a seke-

218

ra s tuleji) vymezujici pfedméty tvorici vystroj
koné a vozu (udidlo, naboj kola) doprovazené
artefakty nejasné funkce (pasek s koncem sto-
¢enym v oko, stavebni kovani?). Na bazi této
koncentrace se nachazi dalsi dvé kosy (obr. 13;
28). I zde jsme svédky tendence sdruzovani
stejnych a pribuznych artefakti.

Misto néalezu se nachazi pfi okraji Morav-
skotfebovské pahorkatiny a nenabizi vhodné
podminky pro pravéké osidleni (nadmorska
vyska 491-495 m), na rozdil od 2,3 km vzdale-
né urodné Malé Hané. Nalezovd koncentrace
artefaktti doby Zzelezné se soustfeduje na jiho-
zapadnim svahu zfetelné, ale v daném prostoru
nijak vyjime¢né bezejmenné koty 530. Terén zde
v ramci mistni morfologie ni¢im nevybocuje,
chybi zde jakékoliv ndpadné prvky (vodni pro-
stfedi, skalni vychozy, misto s mimoradnym roz-
hledem, mohyly aj.), které by bylo mozné s de-
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Obr. 29. Zadni Arnostov - Na Zlibcich. Depot 4. Foto: D. Vich.

Fig. 29. Zadni Arnostov - Na Zlibcich. Hoard 4. Photo: D. Vich.

pozitnim jednanim spojovat. Misto nalezu tedy
nevykazuje znaky typické pro ritudlni mista, coz
interpretaci ritualniho jednani nijak nepodporu-
je, zaroven ji vSak nevylucuje. Skute¢nost, Ze se
toto misto z dnesniho hlediska od ostatni krajiny
nijak zdsadné neodlisuje, neni prekazkou. Jednak
se pfislusny napadny prvek nemusel dochovat,
predevsim ale zalezelo, jak dané misto vnimala
tehdejsi komunita, nikoliv moderni ¢lovék (Ni-
colai 2014a, 161).

Pfi detektorové prospekci se podatilo v pro-
storu nélezové koncentrace objevit i zlomky ke-
ramiky, ktera je bohuzel degradovana do té miry,
ze ji nelze s vyjimkou vylou¢eni novovékého stari
presnéji datovat. Kazdopadné existuje nadéje, ze
by plosny archeologicky odkryv (pro lesni porost
bohuzel aktudlné nemyslitelny) mohl zjisténou
nalezovou situaci doplnit o fadu dilezitych in-
formaci, napt. o ptitomnosti struktur.

Urcitym specifikem daného mista tak ztista-
vaji zahloubené tvozy dokladajici pribéh komu-
nikace vstupujici do kopcovitého terénu pobliz
Jevicka. V poloze Na Zlibcich se svazek tvozil
rozdéluje na hlavni smér pokracujici severoza-
padnim smérem pres hradisko u osady Martin
a Kienov do Cech a doprovéazeny tadou kovo-
vych nalezi datovanych od doby bronzové po vr-
cholny stfedovék véetné necetnych nalezii doby
laténské. Druhy, méné vyrazny svazek sméfuje
severnim smeérem, protind nalezovou koncentra-
ci z doby laténské a pod marinskym hradiskem se
opét napojuje na hlavni trasu. Relikty zaniklych
cest jsou tak dnes jedinym neobvyklym znakem
doprovazejicim prostorovou kumulaci nalezii
doby laténské. Spojitost nalezové koncentrace
s komunikaci je jisté docela dobfe mozna, znamé
je zejména ukladani depotit v mistech prechodu
(Bradley 2017, 180-189; Nicolay 2014a, 175, 176),
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a i nalez okovil v depotu 2 by takovéto predstavé
dobre odpovidal. Zaroven je tfeba zachovat opa-
trnost, ivozové cesty nejsou samy o sobé datova-
telné a pro prostorovou souvislost cest a nalezové
koncentrace z doby laténské nemdme v daném
pripadé zadnou dalsi oporu.

6 ZAVER

V roce 2017 doslo v k. 4. Zadni Arnostov v kop-
covitém terénu v poloze Na Zlibcich pii syste-
matické detektorové prospekci v ramci projektu
NAKI k objevu ¢tyf hromadnych nélezi doby
laténské celkové (itajicich 57, respektive 58
predmétt. Polydepozita doprovazely solitérni
nélezy Zeleznych predméti doby laténské, pouze
v jednom pripadé se vyskytl i artefakt bronzovy.
V depotech i mezi solitérnimi nélezy se objevu-
ji kategorie predmétit obvyklé pro tento typ ar-
cheologického pramene: femeslné a zemédélské
néradi, soucasti vozu a vystroje koné, vybaveni
domacnosti, predméty souvisejici s pé¢i o ohen
doprovazi zbrané v podobé ¢asti mect, pouta,
unikatni je pfitomnost sekery z pozdni doby
bronzové. Pfedméty byly v pripadé polydepozit
ulozeny vice méné kompletni, podle prostoro-
vého usporadani ale bez soucasti z organickych
materiald, to ovSem neplati pro mece dochova-
né vyhradné fragmentarné. V pripadé nékterych
typt artefakti (sekery, kosy) zaznamenavame
tendenci ukladat je v ramci polydepozit spolec-
né ve skupinach. U solitérnich nalezii se setka-
vame s artefakty uplnymi i neuplnymi, nékdy
v§ak nejsme schopni posoudit miru pusobeni
destruktivniho vlivu postdepozi¢nich procest.
Nélezy jsou datovatelné do oppidalniho obdobi,
s nejvétsi pravdépodobnosti do stupné LT DI.
Solitérné nalezeny bronzovy artefakt bohuzel
s neznamou funkci vzhledem ke své vyzdobé
jako jediny pravdépodobné nalezi do stfedni
doby laténské a s pozdné laténskymi depozitnim
jednanim tak i s ohledem na situovani stranou
nélezové koncentrace nesouvisi. Zjisténa kumu-
lace kovovych artefaktti pozdni doby laténské je
v prostoru mimo opevnéné sidleni arealy doby
laténské velmi neobvykld. Ulozeni predmeéta
proto nelze vysvétlit profannimi dtivody a od-
kazuje na ritudlni jednani, i kdyz misto nalezu
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samo o sobé nevykazuje Zadné napadné terénni
znaky. Nalezy keramiky datovatelné obecné do
pravéku ¢i stredovéku prilezitostné objevované
pfi detektorovém prizkumu naznacuji potenci-
al mista pro plosny archeologicky odkryv, kte-
ry by do povahy ritudlniho jednani mohl vnést
vice svétla. Situace se nachazi v blizkosti komu-
nikace projevujici se v terénu systémem tvozl
doprovazeného predméty archeologické povahy
datovanymi od doby bronzové po vrcholny stie-
dovék. Souvislost depozitniho jedndni s pribeé-
hem komunikace se jevi jako mozn4, ale nikoliv
prokdzana.
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KONCENTRACE DEPOTU ZELEZNYCH PREDMETU DOBY LATENSKE ZE ZADNIHO ARNOSTOVA...

CONCENTRATION OF LA TENE IRON OBJECT HOARDS FROM
ZADNI ARNOSTOV, SVITAVY DISTRICT

DAviD VicH

The “Na Zlibcich” site in the Zadn{ Arnostov ca-
dastral area (Pardubice Region, Czech Republic,
Fig. 1: A) is not situated in an area suitable for
prehistoric settlement (hilly terrain with an alti-
tude of 491-495 m above sea level). A territory
with favourable conditions is 2.3 km distant in
the Mald Hana region. There is no wonder, there-
fore, that despite the communication importance
of the area presumed due to the presence of rel-
icts of hollow ways, no archaeological finds were
known from there. The find of a La Tene iron ob-
ject hoard (Fig. 1: B) and solitary objects of the
same age (Fig. 1: C) has been recently published
from the wider neighbourhood. The discovery of
the first archaeological artefacts at the site took
place during a detector survey carried out by
collaborators of the Regional Museum in Vysoké
Myto in the year 2015.

Four hoards of iron objects from the La Tene
period were discovered there under the same
circumstances on 22 April and 8 May 2017 and
subsequently archaeologically documented and
removed. Solitary finds dated unambiguously or
probably to the La Tene period (Fig. 2) were also
acquired from the neighbourhood of the hoards
during these surveys. Hoard No. 1 (Fig. 3-5, 6,
26) contained 24 or 25 artefacts (a sword blade -
Fig. 5: 14 — was found in a distance of 0.5 m from
the hoard and it is therefore uncertain whether
it belonged to the hoard); hoard No. 2 (Fig. 7-9,
27) contained 9 artefacts, hoard No. 3 (Fig. 10—
13, 28) 19 objects and hoard No. 4 (Fig. 14-16,
29) 5 artefacts. This means that altogether 57 or
58 artefacts come from the hoards, plus 38 more
La Téne objects were discovered as solitary finds.
La Tene dating can be considered for 14 more
solitarily found objects.

The finds include craft tools such as axes (Fig.
5:4-8,10; 8: 3-8; 12: 3,4; 15: 1-4; 17: 1-11; 18:
1-6) including rare axes with an eye (Fig. 5: 11,
12;8:9;12: 1, 2; 18: 7, 8), socketed chisels (Fig. 4:

11; 12: 8; 23: 6-10), awls (?; Fig. 5: 3, 13); the La
Tene dating of some solitarily found tools (chis-
els, spoon-shaped borer, Fig. 22: 3) is uncertain.
All the tools are designed for working wood; met-
alworking tools are absent. Agricultural tools are
represented by short scythes (Fig. 4: 2-4; 8: 1; 11:
1-4, 6, 7; 20: 1-3), sickles (Fig. 4: 8, 9), plough-
shares (Fig. 12: 9-10; 19: 6, 7) and a sickle-shaped
knife (Fig. 22: 2). Significantly, the hoards and
the solitary finds alike included horse and rider
equipment in the form of wheel hub caps (Fig. 4:
105 11: 9), an axe pin (Fig. 22: 4) and bridle bits
and their parts (Fig. 11: 8; perhaps also 23: 1-5)
including bridle bits of the Thracian (Fig. 21: 2,
3) and Italic type (Fig. 21: 4). Out of tools for
work with fire and household equipment, there
were small hearth shovels (Fig. 4: 1; 21:1), a meat
fork (Fig. 5: 9; 19: 8), a forked-shaped artefact
mostly interpreted as cauldron hanger (Fig. 12:
6), knives (Fig. 5: 1, 2; 15: 5; 19: 1-5), keys (Fig.
4: 6, 7) and construction fittings (?, Fig. 11: 5).
Weapons are represented by parts of swords (Fig.
4: 5; 5: 14; 22: 1). Shackles with a lock (Fig. 8: 2;
24) and a Late Bronze Age bronze axe can be de-
scribed as extraordinary finds (Fig. 12: 5).

The iron object hoards from Zadni Arnostov
correspond to other iron object hoard finds from
the LT C2 - LT D1 period in the Czech Republic
(Sankot 2006); D1 dating seems to be the most
likely, in view above all of the presence of shack-
les in hoard 2 and a lever bridle of the Italian type
among the solitary finds.

The Zadni Arnos$tov hoards contain various
combinations of objects in accordance with cat-
egories proposed by S. Rieckhoft (2006, 284),
including artefacts that can be linked to the elite
milieu (shackles, swords). A certain specific of the
Zadni Arnostov assemblages lies in the presence
of whole, basically functional objects (sometimes,
of course, strongly disturbed by post-deposition-
al processes); according to the manner of the ar-
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rangement of the objects, only metal parts were
deposited in the ground, without accessories
from organic materials (axe hafts, etc.). A clear
exception, which is however in accordance with
the general trends, is represented by the swords,
which are preserved exclusively in fragments.
Another generally valid characteristic is the strict
separation of iron objects from objects made of
other metals; hoard No. 3 from Zadni Arnostov,
containing a Late Bronze Age bronze axe, new-
ly becomes one of the few known exceptions. It
enables a new insight of a kind into the Late Iron
Age “deposition canon” - “ancient” objects, or ob-
jects no longer used in the living culture at the
time, might have perhaps been deposited togeth-
er with iron objects. This theory will need to be
verified by more discoveries, however.

There are also other significant facts, such
as demonstrable multiple hoarding behaviour
within a limited area: the most distant hoards, 3
and 4, were 63 m apart; the nearest ones, 1 and 3,
were divided by a distance of a mere 6 m. As for
the internal arrangement of the hoards (Fig. 6,
9, 13, 16, 26-29), despite the disruption of some
of them by post-depositional processes (e.g. the
disintegration of hoard No. 1), we can see a cer-
tain tendency to put identical and related arte-
facts together.

The dating of solitarily found artefacts to the
La Tene period is not always certain. Their spa-
tial distribution seems to be very important: La
Tene artefacts are markedly concentrated in the
area around the hoards, although there are excep-
tions (Fig. 2). The function of a solitarily found
hollow bronze cast object with plastic decoration
(Fig. 22: 6; 25) remains a question. The character-
istic plastic decoration may date the object to the
middle La Tene period; together with its location
outside the find concentration, it would mean it is
unrelated to late La Téne depositional practices.

PhDr. David Vich, Ph.D.

Regiondlni muzeum ve Vysokém Myté
A. V. Sembery 125

CZ - 566 01 Vysoké Myto
dvich@centrum.cz
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The mentioned facts speak against the interpre-
tation of the situations in question as mere hiding
places for property or deposits of metal intended
for further processing. A meaningful explanation
of the accumulation of artefacts in the given space
lies in a ritual deposition of the objects, either in-
dividually (mono-deposits) or in groups (poly-de-
posits), even though the venue of the find shows
no usual signs of a sacral space (rock outcrops,
water source, barrows, etc.) nowadays. The only
specific feature of the given place is represented
by hollow ways documenting the course of a van-
ished route. Even though a link between the find
concentration and the route is quite possible and
the find of shackles in hoard 2 would correspond
well to such an idea, caution remains necessary.
Hollow ways are not datable per se and there is
no other evidence corroborating a connection be-
tween the routes and the La Téne find concentra-
tion. A possibly more important fact is that spo-
radic fragments of pottery have been discovered
during detector survey in the area of the find con-
centration; regrettably, they are so degraded that
more precise dating is impossible, except for rul-
ing out the modern era. In any case, there is hope
that open area excavation (which is, unfortunate-
ly, out of the question at present due to the forest
cover) might add much important information to
the discovered archaeological situation, such as
evidence of the presence of structures.

The find concentration from Zadni Arnostov
shows that the deposition of iron objects in the
La Tene period in the territory of the present-day
Czech Republic fits well into the broader Eu-
ropean context where the deposition of hoards
(despite undoubted regional differences) reflects
ritual behaviour of (not only) La Téne individu-
als or elites.

Translated by Milan Rydvan



